Mr. Sloan stated that the intent of the standard
requiring slippage switches is that in the event of albeit
"hang up" or slippage, friction could be encountered in
the drive rollers, and the switches are intended to stop
the belt.  He also indicated that the purpose of the tests
was to simulate a belt slippage by interrupting the normal
speed of the belt, thereby triggering the switch circuits
to take care of the slippage problem (Tr. 49).  Since the
test on the 6 panel slippage switch resulted in the
failure of the switch to function properly in that it
failed to keep the belt drive mechanism shut down, he
issued Citation No. 214155 (Tr. 50). He was of the view
that the condition would result in smoke being generated
by the friction between the belt and the driver (Tr. 50) .
He confirmed that all of the cited belts were running
when he inspected and tested them, and that the section
was producing coal (Tr. 50).

With regard to the remaining citations which he
issued, Nos: 2124157 through 2124160, Mr. Sloan indicated
that the cited conditions were the same as those found on
the 6 panel belt, and he explained as follows (Tr. 55-57).

Q.  Were the conditions that you cited in all five
of the citations, were they the same?

A.  Basically the way they were connected in the
control circuit, yes.  However, they were using not
only the Hawkeye or the solid state slip device, they
were using also a centrifugal drive roller under
certain belts.  Basically, the function of the switch
itself would be the same if connected in a control
circuit,

JUDGE^KOUTRAS: I am saying that all the conditions or
practices that you put in these citations as a vio-
lation, the slippage, they are all the same, are they
not?                                           ix

THE WITNESS:   You're right.

Q.  Including the first one, is that right?

A.  Right.

JUDGE KOUTRAS:  The conditions  are all  the  same.     He
is saying that he found a slip  switch device  that

5 "contained
